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1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 May 2001 , 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-38 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of DraftspersorVs Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) d Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 101604 



Application/Control Number: 09/871 ,458 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2151 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-38 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 14 f 15, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ozzie et al., US pat. No.6,640,241 in view of Rosenthal, US pat. 
No.5,964,844. 

As to claims 1 and 14, Ozzie discloses a method comprising: establishing a secure 

connection between a network router (318 fig.3) and a client (31 1 fig. 3); initiating a 

command process on the network router and receiving from the client a command 

(processing requests from clients, see fig.3, col.1 0 line 56 to col.1 1 line 20); r 

and in response to the command, accepting commands encoded in accordance with an 

extensible markup language (using XML in processing requests, see fig.4, col.1 1 line 22 

tocol.12line54). 

Ozzie dose not specifically disclose using a command line interface (CLI). However, 
Rosenthal in the same network environment discloses a command line interface (CLI) 
(see col. 3 line 64 to col.4 line 38). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement Rosenthal's command 
line interface into the computer system of Ozzie to identify a command object because it 
would have enabled users to identify the command object in the command buffer and 
minimized the need to maintain the code located in different places in a communications 
network. 

As to claims 2 and 15, Ozzie discloses accepting commands comprises replacing the 
CLI process with a management server process that provides an extensible markup 
language-based application programming interface (API) to the client (processing data 
using APIs, see col. 12 lines 12-53 and col. 13 lines 9-67). 

As to claim 27, Ozzie discloses a network router management interface comprising: 
a secure protocol module that provides a secure connection between a network router 
(318 fig. 3) and a client (31 1 fig.3) a command module that receives commands from a 
client (processing requests from clients, see fig.3, col. 10 line 56 to col.1 1 line 20); 
and a management server module (310 fig.3) that receives the commands from the 
module and in response to one of the commands, accepts commands encoded in 
accordance with an extensible markup language (using XML in processing requests, 
see fig.4, col.1 1 line 22 to col. 12 line 54). 

Ozzie dose not specifically disclose using a command line interface (CLI). However, 
Rosenthal in the same network environment discloses a command line interface (CLI) 
(see col.3 line 64 to col.4 line 38). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 



Application/Control Number: 09/871 ,458 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2151 

skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement Rosenthal's command 
line interface into the computer system of Ozzie to identify a command object because it 
would have enabled users to identify the command object in the command buffer and 
minimized the need to maintain the code located in different places in a communications 
network. 

As to claim 28, Ozzie discloses that the management server module accepts the 
commands by replacing the CLI module with the management server module and 
providing an extensible markup language-based application programming interface 
(API) to the client (processing data using APIs, see col. 12 lines 12-53 and col. 13 lines 
9-67). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 3-13, 16-26 and 29-38 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
None of the cited prior art discloses a network router management interface compising 
a combination of: receiving from the client, following the replacement of the CLI 
process, configuration requests and operational requests encoded with extensible 
markup language tags; accessing a network management interface schema that maps 
the extensible markup language tags to configuration and operational information 
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associated with software modules running on the network router, the software modules 
including a chassis software module that defines an inventory of components in the 
network router chassis, a device configuration software module that defines a physical 
configuration of the network router, and a routing protocol module that 
administers protocols supported by the network router; parsing the configuration 
requests and the operational requests; accessing the corresponding configuration 
and operational information associated with the chassis software module, the 
device configuration software module, and the routing control software module 
according to the network management interface schema; and emitting replies 
encoded with extensible markup language tags according to the network management 
interface schema. 



Other prior art cited 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Davidson et al, US pat. No.6,671,869. 

b. Gelvin et al, US pat. No.6,735,630. 

c. Goldberg et al, US pat. No.6,434,543. 

d. Wollrath et al., US pat. No.6,654,793. 
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Conclusion 

6. Claims 1, 2, 14, 15, 27 and 28 are rejected. 

7. Claims 3-13, 16-26 and 29-38 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh Dinh whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
8528. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 A.m. 
to 5:00 P.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung, can be reached on (703) 308-6687. The fax phone number 
for this group is (703) 872-9306. 

A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire THREE months from the 
mailing date of this communication. Failure to response within the period for response 
will cause the application to become abandoned (35 U. S. C . Sect. 133). Extensions of 
time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 1. 136(A). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305 -9600. 

Khanh Dinh 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 51 
10/16/2004 



